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Please give your wife’'s full name.
Hattie Rebeooa Kolb.

You and your wife are the complainants asking for sale of the real estate in No.
10555 kquity,are you?

9

Vag gir.
Who are the defendants in this case?

Mrs.Martha E.Kolb,widow of David Kolb,Denmead Kolb,Charlotte Kolb , Mariana Kolb,

Catherine Kolb,Tenetta Kolb and DNavid W.Kolb,Jr. They are the Defendants in this
case.

Will you state which of these defendants are adults and which are infants?

Martha -.Kolb widow, and Denmead Kolb are adults,and Charlotte Kolb,Mariana Kolb,
Catherine Kolb, Tenette Kclb and David W.Kilb Jr.,are all infants and ull reside
in Prederick County, Maryland.

Now was David Kolb your brother?
Yes sir.

I8 he living or dead?

He 1s dead.

When did he die?

He died in JUne, 1922.

He left surviving hin & widow Martha L.Kolb,sand the children heretcfore neamed?

Yes sir.

What real estate,if any,did David Kolb cw#wn ab the ilme of his deuth and who wus
entitled t¢ the sume upon his death and how?

He had one piece of property at Braddook the title to which I understand is 1in
his o#n name.

Look at kxhibits Nos.l to¢ ©,that is No.1,here is No.2,there 18 No.3,No.U4,Nc.5,No.
'*'-:_,NO* 7,N0-8'N0*9l

] find that the first eight exhibits describe correctly the property owned by my
brother,Duvid Kolb,und myself us tenants in cocmmon,one-hualf of which belongs to
me under the lav the remaining one-hnalf belongs to his widow wand children heretc-

fore named,tv whom it is descended upon his ceath as heirs-at~law and tenants in
cemmon. The bxhibit No.O described property looumted at Rraddock helghts conveyed
t¢ Dublid Kolb in his own nare and it is s&@reed that asotion looking to tne sale of

this property be defeprred for further auction of Court.

Is the property described in kxhibits Nos.1 to 8 inclusive cupable of division
amongst the parties according to their respective rights and interests? Can you

divide 147
Being in real estate consisting of a number of houses,l co not see how it would
be pocssible t¢ divide these hcuses up according to the interest of the sever.,l

parties.

What have you to say ubcut 1t being to the benefit und advuntuge of the parties
that the property be sold an? the proceeds distributed .according to the rights of

the parties?

I think thut would be the best t¢ be done.

Why ?

It consists of u number of pleces of real estute located at different pluces in
Frederick City,and the defendants in this case consist of ceven people,five of

whom are infunts,uand I believe it would be to their best 1lnterest to have the pr-
operty socld and divided. Some ¢f the properties ure in bad repualr and need consi-

deruble money spent on them a4t an early daute,und under these oircumstances I thi-

nk it best that the property be sold at 4s eurly a4 date us possible.

To the general interrogatory; Nothing further.

wp.0.Kolb.



